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DETAILED ACTION 

This is the first office action on the merits for Application 10/709,977. 
Glaims 1-4 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Claim 1 recites "designating a non-currency based account as at least one 
primary account," which is contradicted by the later re-introduction of "at least one 
primary account" and the later recitation "wherein said at least one primary account 
includes at least the designated non-currency based account." This contradiction 
renders the claim indefinite because the relationship between primary and non-currency 
accounts is unclear. For the purposes of examination only, the claim is read initially as 
reciting "designating a non-currency based account" and "wherein said at least one 
primary account includes at least the designated non-currency based account." 

4. Claim 4 recites "issuing a credit equal to the transaction charge amount from the 
non-currency based account to the accounts receivable system" and subsequently 
"wherein the credit from the non-currency based account offsets at least part of the 
transaction charge." These recitations render the claim indefinite because it is unclear 
whether the credit is equal to or at least part of the transaction charge. For the 
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purposes of examination only, it is read that the credit is "equal to" the transaction 
charge. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Carrithers et al. (US 5,689,100) in view of Walker et al. (US 6,163,771). 

7. Re Claim 1 , Carrithers teaches a "debit card system and method for 
implementing [an] incentive award program," comprising: 

• designating a non-currency based account (see at least Column 5, Lines 26-31 , 
"award account"); 

• at least one primary account (see at least Column 7, Lines 30-42, "DDA (demand 
deposit account)" which allows debit transactions to occur on a banking network, 
and is tied to debit cards), wherein said at least one primary account includes at 
least the designated non-currency based account (see at least Column 7, Lines 
30-42, where checking the number of points after the parent DDA account has 
been verified evidences this relationship); 

• converting accumulated non-currency based tender into currency to fund the 
primary account (see at least Column 5, Lines 26-31). 
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Carrithers does not teach "generating a secondary transaction number and 
associating said secondary transaction number with at least one primary account." 
However, Walker teaches a "method and device for generating a single-use financial 
account number" for use with credit cards which includes "accessing a first data element 
specific to an account; accessing a second data element including transaction-specific 
data; and combining the first data element and the second data element to produce the 
single-use financial account identifier" (see at least Column 3, Line 67, through Column 
4, Line 4). It would therefore be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to incorporate Walker's single-use financial account number method into 
Carrithers' debit card system and method in order to "provider] a method ... to facilitate 
secure electronic commerce, secure remote [debit] card purchases, and secure 
conventional [debit] card purchases wherein the customer is assured that the merchant 
or an intercepting third party cannot misuse any credit card information" (see at least 
Walker, Column 3, Lines 59-64). 

8. Re Claim 2, Carrithers in view of Walker teach the limitations of Parent Claim 1 , 

supra. Carrithers also teaches: 

• designating condition of use parameters (see at least Abstract, "validating data 
for the transaction when the evaluated transaction data indicated that the 
transaction has been initiated by an authorized merchant using the unique 
account number of one of the participants having a sufficient balance in the 
participant's corresponding award account") and associating said parameters to 
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the secondary transaction number (Carrithers' associated "unique account 
number," supra, as modified in the Parent Claim 1 rejection, supra). 

9. Re Claim 3, Carrithers in view of Walker teach the limitations of Parent Claim 2, 
supra. Carrithers also teaches: 

• recognizing the transaction as involving a non-currency based account (see at 
least Abstract, "identifying the authorized unique account numbers of the 
participants ... and data indicating the balance in each participant's award 
account"); 

• verifying the conditions of use have been satisfied (see at least Abstract, 
"validating data for the transaction when the evaluated transaction data indicates 
that the transaction has been initated by an authorized merchant ... [and] having 
a sufficient balance in the participant's corresponding award account"); and 

• if satisfied, reducing the non-currency based account balance by the transaction 
amount (see at least Figure 3, Item 236). 

1 0. Re Claim 4, Carrithers in view of Walker teach the limitations of Parent Claim 2, 
supra. Carrithers also teaches: ***finish this*** 

• capturing transaction settlement information in a financial capture system (see at 
least Figure 6, Acquirer/Processor 130, which receives settlement/disbursement 
information from the CC Network 102), wherein an accounts payable file is 
created (see at least Column 9, Lines 3-11, the "force post debit transaction" file) 
and the second party is paid (see at least Figure 6, "Disbursement" between 
Acquirer/Processor 130 and Merchant); 
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• forwarding the transaction settlement information to an accounts receivable 
system (see at least Column 9, Lines 12-22, forwarded to the Filter Processor 
116); 

• recognizing that the transaction settlement information comprises a secondary 
transaction number that is associated with at least a non-currency based account 
(see at least Column 9, Lines 12-22, the "parallel and essentially duplicate steps" 
of Figure 2A, as modified in Parent Claim 2 to include a secondary transaction 
number); 

• issuing a credit equal to the transaction charge amount from the non-currency 
based account to the accounts receivable system (see at least Column 9, Lines 
12-33, crediting or debiting a dollar account balance against the participating 
award account balance, in effect crediting the credit card network / A/R system); 
wherein the credit from the non-currency based account offsets the transaction 
charge (see at least Column 9, Lines 12-33). 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Robinson et al. (US 5,734,838) discloses architecture for managing an incentive 
award program. 

Walker et al. (US 6,018,718) discloses a method and system for processing 
customized reward offers. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew Osborne whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7325. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 571-272-6712. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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